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Remarka 

Applicant respectfully requests consideration of the instant application in view of the 
above amendments and the following ramarfcs* 

Restriction /Election 
Applicant hereby confirms election of claims 7-28 and 32-37 responsive to the 
telephone restriction requirement on 19 May 2004. Claims 1-6 and 29^1 have been 
cancelled* 

InformatitiH Biseiosune Statemem 
The Examiner has recommended the presentation of a ccmcise statement as to the 
relevance of documents in the Information Disclosure StBtement(s) that are ioiown to be 
material to patentability. All of the references submitted heretofore have been in the English 
language, and accordingly, under 37 CFR 1.98<3XiX ^ ecmcise explanation thereof is not 
required. Under MPEP § 2004^ item 7 (page 2000-9 of Rev. 2, May 2004 edition^ Applicant 
respectfully declines to characterize the pfi<x art llie Invention Disclosure Statement dated 
29 March 2004 contains a copy of the Ph.D. Dissertation by one of the invent<M*s, which 
discloses subject matter of the instant application, and which was published less than one 
year before the filing of the instant application and after the filing of U.S, Provisional 
Application Serial No. 60/396^11 upon which the instant application claims benefit. The 
remaining other prior an documents cited by Applicant are references from a technical paper 
which has been reviewed but not yet published, and which contains subject matter of the 
instant appiicatic»i. As best understood, and with best recollection^ Applicant is presently 
not aware of any particular relevance of any of the references submitted with the Information 
Disclosure Statements other than that indicated hereinabove. 

Applicant respectfully requests the Examiner's acknowledgement of ttie references 
listed in the Information Disclosure Statements previously submitted on 29 March 2004, a 
copy of which is provided in the Appendix of this response. 

Specificatim 

The Examiner has stated that the specification is missmg the following sections: (e) 
Background of the Invention, (f) Brief Sunumuy of the Invention, and (g> Brief Description 
of the Several Views of the nrawjng(s). 
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Applicant respectfully sutmiits that section (g) has been provided beginning on page 
1, line 6 through page 2, line 2 under the heading "BRIEF DESCRIPTION OP THE 
DRAWINGS". 

Applicant respectfully submits that neither a baclcground of the invention nor a 
summaiy of the invention are required, and that the outline of sections suggested by the 
Examiner is a guideline illustrating a preferred layout, but which is not mandatory. Applicant 
respectfully submits that the specification does agtiafV t he mandatory and controlling 
requirements of 35 §112. Applicant respectfblly requests reconsideration and 

withdrawal of this objection. 

Claims 1^7 are pendmg in the 6j^pii(:ation* 

Claims 1-6 and 29-31 have been withdrawn from consideration. 

Claims 7-28 have been allowed. ^ 

Claims 32^37 stand rejected under 35 U.S,C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by U.S. 
Patent No. 6^79,944 Bl to Russell et al. 

Claim Amendmettts 

The claims have been amended, as follows, as supported by the specification on page 
3, line 21 tiirough page 4. line 3; and page 10, line 17 through page \B, line 22; and in Figs. 
3-3 of the drawings: 

Claim 32 has been amended at line 10 to insert —and to determine in which of a 
plurality of lanes the target vehicle is likely travelings- after '^roadway". 

CImm R^ti0ns Under 35 § 102(b) 
Claims 32-37 stand rejected under 35 U.S,C. § lQ2(b) as being anticipated by \J.S. 
Patent No. 6^79344 Bl to Russell et al. 

Claim 32 has been amended to add the limitation tiiiat the f»x>cessor is adapted "to 
determine in which of a plurality of lanes the target vehicle is likely traveling." Aj^licant 
respectfully submits that, as best understood^ Russell et aL does not disclose or suggest the 
determination of which of a plurality of lanes that the target vehicle is likely traveling, but 
instead provides for classifying each object as either in or out of the highway lane of the host 
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vehicle . Becou^ Russell ct al. does not disclose or suggest all of the limitatioiis of claim 32, 
Applicant respectfully submits that clabn 32 is now allowable over Russell et al. Applicant 
respectfully requests reconsideration and allowance of amended claim 32 in view of Ae 
above argument 

Claims 33/32, 34/1, 35/32. 3«/3S/32 and 37/36/35/32 each depend upon claim 32. 
Accordingly^ Applicant respectfully submits that if the above argument regarding the novelty 
of claim 32 in view of Russell et aJ. is accepted, then claims 32*37 are also distinguished 
from Russell et al. because the additlcxi of fijrlfaer limitations to an already novel claim does 
not negate novelty. Applicant respectfblly requests reconsideration and allowance of claims 
32^7 in view of the above argument in respect of claim 32 in view of Russell et at 



Objections to fhe specification have been travmed. Applicant Te^ctAilly requests 
consideration and acknowledgement of a previously submitted Infonnation Disclosure 
Statement. Non^lected claims 1-6 and 29*31 have bera cancelled. Claim 32 has been, 
amended to distinguish over the pri<»r art. A|qslicant respectAitly submits ttiat no new matter 
has been added by this amendment. Aj^licant respectfiilly submits that the instant 
^plication is now in the proper form for Notice of Allowance, and respectfully requests a 
timely issuance thereof in this application. 



Summary and Condttsions 



Dinnin & Dmn, P.C. 
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5701-01293 

2 September 2004 




Registration No. 30,556 
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